6/21/76 



Mr. ^ea Whitten 
1401 16 St., m 
aashlngton, O.C. 20036 

Dear Les^ 

\hlezB ba haa bean too bu8y» by the tla*^ you receive this Jim Lesar will have 
filed a motion against tto Office of ^ponaibility in my Civil Action 75-1955# for 
the suppressed evidence in the iClng aaaaaai a atiQn# 

I asked this of Jim toward tha end of last week* 

I am otiare of the oulumn's recent reportiD^ about this offioe. 

I have oau^t th±a/ office in deliberate bio;ation of the FOIA law. *^t haa 
not responded to either ay request undor the law or to the Complaint* 

Do you find this a newsworthy switdi • tliat tha profcsaiozial responsibility of 
the Office of ^rofesiiiooal ^eeponsiblllty itself requires investigation? 

A week ago Shaheen and not fewer than four other lawyers (if not also others) 
appeared in Hemphis. Ba anuounoed a t h ree week investigation of the files of that 
field office* I have not received eom much as a single xerox from that office, 
althou^ I* VO paid oonsiderablo aucis in search fees to the FBI* The Dapeirtment haa 
alreadp swom in court that X have received the entire fruit of this alleged search 
in Memphia* Xet I*ve received not a single paper when both AOSiV John Dugan and the judge 
both interpiret oy Complaint to oall for "all*** 

The earlier violatioa by tha Shaheen gang goes back to its ooa'.pounding that of 
the Civil Sights Division* It is clear that this new activity in the Mng case la forced 
by what Vm doing. Chock the dates* Ry request wels Afterward there was the 

beginning of the third ’’internal inveetigatioiu*’ (Vfhat good were the eftrlier two?) When 
I filod an appeal DJ went public with its announcement of this secret intexnal invest!- 
gation* Whan I built a case against them in court# without a reporter once being present# 
they were forced to go farthur* hevl azsnounood it was all transferred to the OFR* From tha 
moment they received tha files from CR they have been in violation of the law* We have 
not received a sin^e paper from OPR* 

In a case now almost 15 months old# wher.* the law speoilien ooinpliaxsce in ten 
days# there not been any of coaplianoe by any DJ Division* Beginning with the 

first of the four (perhaps five) status calls in tho case# 2/11/76# the DJ haa been 
claiming mootnees* But not one DivisMn has supplied even a pro fozma affidavit of 
compliance* They know if they do Iftll prove it is perjurious. And the law requires 
them to meet this burden of proof* 

They have problems* I now have proof cei^tain that they delibeeately covered up 
in the King case deliberately framed Ray* They are not about to confess becauss all 
of this can*t be laid to the ghost of the departed 3t* Edgar* So they have to stonewall* 
Raamdiile, it is part of their ongoing campaigni to rewrits end nullify the FOIA in court* 
In the absence of reporting and exposure in tha end they vill sucr:)eed because they can 
keep dilng this in various oases and with various judges untul they can get their kizid of 
guy to rule ti^ir way* I think we have just x'rustrated the first effort of this kind 
under the aoaendjal law In the court of appeals# trosk which I expect a fim remand soon 
in my C.a* 75-226, first case under the amended act* 



I thlolc there is an iaportant colum Item in tida campaign to gut a fine and 
i«nocratio law, one eeeential to the proper funetioning of ropreaentative society. 



IS in crocodile tears 
them at it and exposed 



They use all Mndj, of artiftclal deiricea and bathe 
of exaggerated, often manufactured statistics. ♦ We baire 
it in court. 

For the 6/l0 status call I expected correctly oneriof these deivicew they would use. 
So I gave •'im some of ay filou that prove they have not yet provided what I asked for 
and paid for in 197QJ 

Ono of the facte we laid on them in court about statistics is an uaei^ained item 
in the 5hurch inveaUgation, of a atateoent ^ver is said to have been aaked to make 
hy the tThite House defending tho Warrwi ^epo’rt, in late 1966. 

In that statoaent ho went farthur and pwtanded to respond to charges I h^ not 
yet published. Som^w ho obtained a copy of ray second book bjforo I gavo it vo t^ 
p^tar.^Uily four cojdas were out. I have proof of the interoe^ion ot the next book 
Stho uails.) I had tried without suooeae to obtain a copy of ^over s ]^sa 
on this to use in a book, in facaimilo. It had boon printed wowl-f^orc. in ^ H.T. 
■fines but I never receivo.1 a oopy. Finally I asked -im to ask for it for me. He wm told 
to file an POIA r. •quest for rae. ^oli«nre it or not - for a publi8ha<l press releasoi 

He did, I r^icaived it, and you wilJ. find it in Poet I-iorten. 

Jldn’t toko long. iJnly just under t«i years. 

doott Inlono was hero over the weekend. ^ said hi'd bo going in to see you. 
Briefly, if what he says nrJces no gensa, 1 have gradM^ally turned ^ source around 
froB ills concern over the advance kar^ledge of your column on the ClA and drj^ and 
toying wity tto in ind, I keep -oiklug with him and moi-o is taking shape. You have 
misaed the real Orwell in the recorde you have - the psycho-acouitical method. Hy 
source is not up-to-date on this but tails me that he is oei-tain the use of trans- 
poQi’ers of which he knows from mor-> than 20 years ago is primitive today. 

The point to wldch I have carried this pe a usdes me it is perhaps tl» most 
Bysantino story of all those I have ever dealt with. I have no reluctance la trusting 
W and/or i-ary in this but only in person. Ton ere, of c©uxf«, welco»’ hero for some 
iclaxinc a d swimrlng in water, not only the ByzanUne. »^y next court appearance now 
sobeduled is 7/l. 



Boot, 



